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L REMARKS ' 

Claims 9-17 are currently pending m du* application. Ofthese, claims 9-1 4 and 16-1' 
stand rejected, and claim 15 is ohjected to as dependent on a reject base claim. The Examiner 
stated in the Ffaud Office Action, however, Ihat claim 15 would be allowable if written in 
independent format. The Examiner indented in the Adviso.y Action that all amendments 
proposal in Applicant's Reply to the Final Office Action filed January 5, 2004, were entered. 
No amendments are requested in this tiling. 

H RP.IKCTIONS itNHF.tt 3S U.S.C. S 103 

Claims 9-14, 16, and 17 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103 on the grounds that they are 
Obvious over the cognation of U.S. latent No. 5,711,988 (issued Jan. 27, 1998) to Tsai 
("Tsai") and U.S. Patent No. 5,649,982 (issued Jul. 22 1997) to Halliop ("Halliop"). 

Referring k> tlic discussion presented in Appl cm* Reply filed January 5, 2004, 
Applicant maintains that these region* be withdrawn because neither Tsai nor Halliop teaches 
or suggests Applicant's claim element f»rhwi fabric 

In the Advisory Action, th« Examiner states that: 

I he carbon coated layer relied upon in Tsai and the carbon fibers 
rdied upon in Halliop, each inherently have a surface area 
necessary for lamination. That ultme would be sufficient evidence 
that both Tsai and Halliop each leadi 'activated carbon fabric . 

See Advisory ACTION, page 2. This is incorrect, Whether a carbon fabric is activated has 
nothing to do with whether the carbon fabric has a surface am necessary for lamination. 

The term "activated carbon" is a term of art referring to a specific type of carbon that has 
very different physical characteristics and property based on its "enormous surfece area". See 
e.g., N.-N. GHEENWOOK & A. EarNSHAW, CHEMISTRY OF THE FXFMF.KTS 274 (2d ed 1997) (a 

copy of the relevant portion of this reference is attached hereto). 

in sum, Applicant respectfully requests that all rejections over the combination of Tsai 
with Halliop be withdrawn because the combination docs not teach or suggest Anplicant's 
.otiv^ri cartxm fabrlr , which is an clement of all of Applicant's claims. 
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in view of the above a rcmarka, Applicant has overcome all rejections, and 
reconsuWicn is requeued. Please ch^c fl„ quired fee under 37 CP JL § 1 -17(c), otimtf* 
to be $385.00 for a small entity, to deposit account number 501358. In addition, please chary: 
any under payment* or other required fees or credit any over payments to ihi* ftp* account. 

Respectfully submitted, - 




Alexander R. Pagano 
Reg. No. 44,994 
Attorney for Applicant 



April r , 2004 

LOWHNSTEIN SANDUiR PC 
$5 Livingston Avenue 
Roscland, NJ 07068 
Tel: 973-597-6162 
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